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AN ESSAY, &c. 


3 HERE are two doctrinal Points in the Scheme 
of Divinity, that appear to me to be but little 
underſtood (viz.) the Pre- exiſtence and Divinity of 
Chriſt? We conceive, indeed, both ourſelves and o- 
thers, to have been miſtaken in the Manner of appre- 
hending and explaining that Doctrine. But ſhould 
any one reject our preſent Views of the Doctrines, 
MERELY becauſe it is intelligible, as ſome are ſaid to 
have done, and are determined to keep to the common 
Way of trying to explain it, becauſe it is myſterious 
and unintelligible ; this Way of reaſoning may very 
well ſuit with the blind and implicit Faith of a Papiſt, 
but can by no means agree with the rational, and en- 
lightened Faith of a Proteſtant. Although our Man- 
ner of treating this Subject may appear to differ from 
many other Views of it, yet we have not advanced 
any NEW DOCTRINE, for no eſſential is altered, or e- 
ven affected by it, the ſame IEsus and the fame Gos- 
PEL, which the firſt Chriſtians and Proteſtants be- 


lieved and taught, are equally held and * by 
us, as in Years paſt. 


We believe and maintain that all Things relating 
F&& to 


E 
to our Salvation are of Gor, 2 Corin, v. 18. «All 
Things are of God, who hath reconciled us to himſelf 
by Jeſus Chriſt.” Col. 1. 13.“ Who hath delivered 


us from the Power of Darkneſs, and hath tranſlated 


us into the Kingdom of his dear Son.” HE alone laid 
the eternal Plan, and prepared the Way for it, and 
hath carried it into Execution he laid the Plan in the 
Council of his own Will, prepared the Way for it in 
Chriſt his Son, and carries it into Execution by the 
Agency and Power of his etcrnal Spirit.--We beheve 
that our View is clear of the Errors of Sabellians, A- 
rians, and all proper I rinitarians, and that we main- 
tain the Unity of God, and the proper perſonal Diſtino- 
tion between the Father, and the Son; and finally, that 
we give God, and his Chriſt, the whole Glory of our 
Salvation, and ſecure the Safety of believing Souls, 
upon the moit 50LID, and RATIONAL Ground, of 
divine Revelation. | 


] doubt not but ſome, who are but little acquaint- 
ed with Men and Things, and who labour under a 
prejudiced Spirit, will be ready to ſay you are a Setter- 
forth of new DoRrines, my Reply to ſuch, is, con- 
demn it not unheard; I will bring forward ſeveral re- 
ſpectable Vouchers who have written in Defence of 
the Pre- exiſtence of Chriſt,---It is well known that 


Dr. 


1 


Dr. Wars wrote in Defence of the fame.--- Bp, 4 


FowLER aſſerts, It has been embraced by many of 


«our greateſt Divines as valuable Men as our Church 


«can boaſt of, there is no Chriſtian Doctrine more 
«clearly delivered than THIS, and even immediately 
«by our Saviour himſelf, and often repeated by him, 
<and let the Oppoſers of it be as magiſterially poſitive 
«as they will, yet there is not a more plain and un- 
« deniable Evidence for any one Article of Faith, than 
« there Is for this Doctrine.” 


«The Son of God, who in the Language of Scrip- 
«ture is ONE with the Father, came down from Hea- 
«yen to take Fleſh, and therein to fulfil the Duties 
«of the Law and give an Example of perfect Holi- 
«neſs, and then he was appointed to ſuffer Death as a 


cc Sacrihce and Atonement for the Sins of Men.“ 


Finding no other Perſon ſufficient for this Work, 


«(Fod chooſe his own Son to become a Media-. 


«tor between God and Man, even that Son of his 
00 Love, who was oN E with the Father, and lay in his 
« Bolom and had Glory with him there, before the 
Foundation of the World, that Son in whom dwelt 
«ail the Fulzeſs of the Godhead, even that Son by 
c whom he created the World and Mankind at firſt.” 
Dr. WarrTs. | 
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Ye have a plain Teſtimony, Jchn xv1.'28, 29, 30. 
u came forth from the Father, and am come into the 
World; again, I leave the World, and go to the Fa- 
ther, &c.” John x111. 3. © Jeſus knowing that the 
Father had Given all Things into his Hands, and that 
he was come from God, and went to God.” Does not 
ſuch Teſtimonies as theſe carry their own Evidence 
that Chriſt is a Perſon diſtindt from tue Father; but 
if Chriſt be God in his own Perſon, equal with the 
Father, then God came from God, and God went to 
Goc, which is an Abſurdity. 


A Man's own Reaſon will readily teach him that 
*when a Subject is ſelf-evident, he has nothing to do 
te put give his Aﬀent, and this I conceive is the Caſe 
«with Revelation; Few have conſidered the Bible in 
its true Light, it has been repreſented as a dark myſ- 
«terious Collection of Doctrines that has a Meaning, 
«but not to be diſcovered, except by ſome Few.” 
MuRRay.--<*Dr. Goon wiIN has wrote in Dcfence 
«of the Pre-exiſtence, he compares John I. I, 2, 3. 
with Pro. vIII. 23, 24, 31. he obſerves, that the Ti- 
“tles are in Effect and Signiſicancy the ſame in the 
original Language, the Word and Wiſdom, you will 
find, that Solomon and John both ſpeak the fame 
* Thing of Chriſt.-- Again, that which is here ſaid, was 

with 
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with God, is there ſaid, the Lord poſſeſſed me, IE v 
«dwelt together.” Dr. WArrs and Dr. Goopwin. 
« Open Heb. 1. 3. and declare it to mean of the Man 
„CHRIS JESUS in perſonal Union with the God- 
«head, and Col. 1. 15. opens in the ſame Senſe; 1 
«might fill Pages with Quotations from Dr. OwEex, 
«Dr. WaTTs, and Dr. Goodwin.” Mr. ALLEN 


fays, © Grace is therefore ſaid to be given us in Chriſt 


« Jeſus before the World began ; that is, in the Man 
« Nature, which muſt take in the Exiſtence of the hu- 
«man Sou]; theſe Ideas are a moſt beautiful Key to 
* unlock many dark and obſcure Paſſages of Scripture, 
«and in this View ſeveral Expreſſions are moſt oppo- 
Eſitely adapted to repreſent the Glory of the human 
« Soul of Chriſt in its pre- exiſtent State.“ This 
« Son of God is the moſt glorious Spirit, the brighteſt 
* and neareſt Image to the Father, far nearer than the 
«Angels; In the Fulneſs of Time he took upon him 
«a viſible Body of Fleſh and Blood, and therein ap- 
«peared as One in whom dwelt the Fulneſs of the 


« Godhead bodily, i. e. the viſible Image of his in- 
« viſible Father,” | 


Some tell me it was the ſecond Perſon in the Trin- 
ity that took human Nature, but I am at a Loſs how 
to conceive, or to have any Ideas of a Second with- 


out 


r 
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out a Firſt, and if the ſecond Perſon did take Fleſh, 
then there was one divine Perſon that did, and ano- 
ther that did not take upon him our Nature, but what 
ſays the Scripture, Pſm. Ixxxix. & I have laid Help up- 


on one that is mighty, I have exalted one choſen out 


of the People; He ſhall cry unto me, thou art my Fa- 
ther, my God, and the Rock of my Salvation; Alſo 1 
will make him my FIRST-BORN, higher than the Kings 
of the Earth, my Mercy will I keep for him for ever- 


more, and my Covenant ſhall ſtand faſt with him.“ 


Compare Heb. ii. and v. Chapters, John xvii. 5. But 


to illuſtrate the Subject ſtill farther, I will preſent to 


the Reader a few leading Ideas from the late judicious 
Mr. ELL1orT, on the Pre-exiſtence of Chriſt. 


As the Son and Image of God, he is plainly ano- 
ther Perſon, properly ſo, and diſtinct from God; to me 
it ſeems plain, that his Sonſhip alone conſtitutes his 


f I diſtin perſonality : Chriſt is a proper Perſon diſtin 
7 from the Father, as a Son, and only as a Son; not by 


Office, but by Generation. If it be aſked, when Chriſt 
became a Son? I anſwer; the Scripture ſaith, he was 


begotten of God, and conſequently was the Son of God 


before the World began. The Socinians indeed deny 
that he had any Exiſtence previous to his Incarnation, 


And there are ſome others, counted Orthodox, who 
have 
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| | have gone into the oppoſite Extreme ; theſe mate the 
14 


Son, as ſuch, co- equal and co- eternal with the Father 
that begat him; and by juſt Conſequence, at leaſt ac- 
cording to our Ideas, they muſt deny Chriſt to be, in 
any proper Senſe, the Son of God at all: for neither 
[ity Reaſon nor Scripture will warrant us to fey, that he 
which is begotten, is co-eval with him that begat him. 


I. The Scripture ſpeaks of Chriſt as exiſting before 
all Creation, and that as a Perſon diſtin from God, 
- andas being with God: And, as we are aſiured there 
is but one living and true God, he that vras with him 
cannot, in his own diſtinct Perſon, be alto the living 
God; for then there would be two Gods: but che 
Scripture faith, there is but one; and as we read of but 
two Natures in Chriſt, viz. the Human and Divine; 
and that he exiſted before the World was, it muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be underſtood, that, as a Perſon, he exiſted in 
one of theſe Natures ; but not in the divine Nature, as 
a Perſon diſtinct from God, for the Reaſon above giv- i 
en: therefore he exiſted as 2 Perſon in his human Na- 
ture, 1. e. as a pure human Spirit, for he had not then 
a human Body. Moreover, this human Spirit of Chriſt 
was, I conceive, the firſt begotten and Image of God; 
and this I ground upon ſuch Scriptures as theſe ; In 
the Beginning was the Worp, and the WorD was 
with 
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with God; the ſame was in the Beginning with God,” 
John 1. 1. (We have ſeen and ſhew unto you, that e- 
ternal Life which was with the Father, and was man- 
ifeſted unto us, 1 John 1. 2. “ Jehovah, ſaith he, poſ- 
ſeſled me (in*) the Beginning of his Way, before his 
Works of Old---when there were no Depths I was 
brought forth---before the Hills was I brought fo 

Pro. vIII. 22, 24, 25. Who is the Image of the in- 
viſible God, the FIR ST-BORN of every Creature,” 
Col. 1. 15. « The Beginning of the Creation of God,” 
Rev. 111, 14. | 


Thus we are expreſly told that Chriſt, as the Word 
was in the Beginning with God; therefore he cer- 
tainly exiſted as another Being, diſtin from God; elſe 
how could he be faid to be with God? For we never 
read, nor can we underſtand, how God can be ſaid to 
be with himſelf: beſides, the Apoſtle is exceeding care- 
ful to preſerve this Diſtinction, for having declared 
firſt that the Word was with God, and then ſaid, that 
the Word was God, he immediately adds again, leaſt 
we ſhould miſtake his Meaning, THIS SAME, viz. the 
Word, was in the Beginning with God : therefore 
God had One with him in the Beginning, who is to 
be diſtinguiſned from him. 


*The Particle Ix, is not in the Original. 
B On- 
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Oegrcrion. But the Apoſlle declares that be 
Fas God. | 


AnswenR. True, he doth fo; but he doth not ſay 
chat he was a Perſon IN the Godhead, nor a divine 
Perſon, co- eſſential with the Father; neither doth he 
ſav, that as God, he was with God: but as the Word, 
he was with God. Therefore, when he calls the Word, 
God, he evidently means it, not in the fame Senſe as 
when he calls the Father God, but in ſome other Re- 
ſpeQ, i. e. either as being his expreſs Image, or as one 
in perſonal Union with God, in whom the Father 
dwells : if it be aid that Chriſt, as the Word, that was 
with God, and who, as ſuch, is diſtinguiſhed from God, 
was alſo abſolutely God in a proper Senſe; this I think, 
would be plainly ſaying, that there are Two Gods, if 
Words can at all expreſs it: but the Scripture declares 
there is but ov God, even the Father; and the Apoſ- 
Ye, in this very Text doth, with great Care, evidently 
diſtinguiſh the Word that was with God, from that 
one God, with waom he was; therefore, when he faith, 
that the Wok p was God, it is moſt rational and juſt, 
and, I conceive, neceſſary to underſtand it as above, 
4, e. either as the Word is the expreſs Image and Re- 
preſentative of God, and ſo bears his Name; or elſe 
becauſe God the Father is perſonally united to him, 


and 
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ant dwelleth in him, by wich Union the whole God: 
head dwells (and is made viſible) in Chriſt, There- 
fore, in the Scriptures abovementioned, he is faid to 
be «the Beginning of the Creation of God, the FIR S r- 
BORN of every Creature: and, as ſuch, he is the Im- 
age of the inviſible God; not the Image of a Perſon 
exiſting in God, but the Image of God himſelf, per- 
fonally ſubſiſting in and comprehending all the Ful- 
neſs of the divine Nature. 


Theſe ſcriptural Expreſſions are all plain and prop- 
er, if we underſtand them of a Perfan exiſting with 
God before the World was, and as begotten of him, 
and dependent on him: And, in my humble Opinion, 
they cannot, with Reaſon and Truth, have any other 
Meaning put upon them. But why may we not ſup- 
poſe that the human Soul of Chritt was brought forth, 
and exiſted, previous to its Union with a human Body ? 
Ought he not to precede all Creatures, and have the 
Pre-eminence in his glorious human Spirit, as wel! 
as in his glorified human Body? And why ſhould it 
be thought incredible, that God ſhould cREAT E all 
Things by the Man Chrift Jeſus, as well as RERDEEN 
and JUDGE the World by him? 


To me it ſeems both rational, ſcriptural, and neceſ- 
ry, that the ſame Perſon, by vrhom God rede mad 
| 201 
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and will judge the Werld, ſhould be the very fame 
Perſon by whom he created it ; and we are certain, that 
he redeemed and will judge the World by that Man 
Chrift Jeſus, whom he raiſed from the Dead. 


2. The Scripture ſpeaks of Chriſt, not only as ex- 
iſting, but as acting alſo, (not only in the Works of 
Creation, but for the Quickening alſo, and turning of 
Sinners to God, and for the protecting of his Church, 
and the deſtroying of their Enemies long) before his 

Incarnation : in many Inſtances he is repreſented as 

appearing in the Character of a Perſon IXFER10R to 
10 God, and as ſent by him, though ever in Union with 
iff Goch and as one with him. He is faid to preach by his 
Spirit unto the old World; to wre{tle as a Man with 
1 j ACoB, to bleſs and protect him; and as an Angel he 
j | redeemed him from all Evil. Jehovah ſent this fame 7 
| | Perſon, even Chriſt, as his Angel before the Church 
| 


ip the Wilderneſs; as ſuch, he appeared to Moss in 

4 the Buch: As a Man, he appeared to JosHua with a | n 
Fi Sword drawn in his Hand ; and he Himſelf declared 
Wt that he was come as Captain of Jehovah's Hoſt.. And 

it who is the Captain of Jehovah's Hoſt, but the Man 

' Chriſt Jeſus, who in the Days of his Fleſh was made Xt 

= perfect through Sufferings? This Angel alſo is plainly 
5 diſtinguiſhed from Jehovah who ſent him to be 2 
|! ; Leader 


E 


Leader and Commander of his People: yet he ſpeaks 
in ſuch Language as makes it plain that he was not a- 
lone, but Jehovah was in him: when, therefore, the 
8 Angel faid to Moses, «I am JEHOVAH the God of 
X AzxAHan,” &c. they were the Words of God the 
Father ſpeaking in Chriſt, who is the Angel of his 
9 Preſence; and not the Words of the Son alone, with- 
cut the Father. This is plain from Numb. xx. 16. and 
Adds vir. 35. and alſo from what himſelf faith in the 
J New Teſtament, where his Language is the very ſame 
* © after his Incarnation, as before: «The F ather, faith 

be, that ſent me, is with me ;” and again, © The Words 
r 3 which you hear, are NOT MINE but the Father's which 
ſent me.” 


we And is it not plain from hence that Chriſt was a 
; 1 Mediator, and did, as ſuch, act for his Church, and to- 
"2 wards it, by tne Appointment and with the Authority 
of God the Father, long before his Incarnation ? 


2% Underſtanding, then, Chriſt to have exiſted in his 
d 7 human Spirit, previous to his taking Fleſh, there is a 


id | : manifeſt Propriety in all that he js ſaid to do for his 
n 1 People as God's Angel, or Meſſenger, and as the Me- 
le 


diator of the Church and Captain of their Salvation, 
y 5 before he took a human Body; but it ſeems to me 
a 4 hardly poſſible to put any tolerable Senſe on thoſe 
| Scrip- 
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Scriptures where he is thus ſpoken of as the Anget 


of God, &c. without admitting the Pre-exiſtence of 


his human Spirit. 


* Chriſt himſelf teſtifies that he was ſent and came 


down from Heaven; and that he came not to do his 


own, but his Father's Will. Can this be meant of ab- 
folute Deity, or of a divine Perſon eſſentially ſubſiſt- 
ing. in the Godhead? Is it poſſible fo to underſtand it, 
without undeifying Deity itſelf ? for here are two Per- 


ſons with two diſtin Wills, and the one ſeems plain- 


Jy to be inferior to, and the Servant of the other; but 
ſurely there are not two Wills in the Godhead, and 
ene inferior to the other; neither can we ſuppole Je- 
hovah in one Perſon to be a Servant to Jehovah in 
another. The Scripture, I think, never ſo repreſents 
it, in any Inſtance whatever: but if we underſtand it 
of Chriſt as Man and Mediator, it is both proper and 
intelligible ; and that the Diſtinction is the ſame in 
this Paſſage, as where he ſaith, (Father, not my Will, 
but thine be done,” is, I think, manifeſt : Beſides, our 
Lord ſeems to mention his being ſent of the Father, 
as that which juſtified his Coming, and was the Hon- 
er and Glory of his Miſſion. «I came not of myſelf, 
faith he, but he (the Father) ſent me.” John v111. 28, 
42. Thus Chriſt, the noLy one of God, glorified not 


himſelf 
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vimſelf to be made a High Prieſt. And thus God the 
Father ſent forth his Son made of a Woman, &c. and 
hence Chriſt, the ſecond Adam, 1s called “ the Lord 


from Heaven.“ 


4. We conceive that Chriſt exiſted in his human 
Spirit previous to his Incarnation, becauſe our Lord 
ſpeaks of himſelf as the Son of Man that came down 
from Heaven, No Man, ſaith he, hath aſcended up to 

caven, but he that came down from Heaven, even 
the Son of Man.” John 111. 13. and again, what, and 
if ye ſhall ſee the Son of Man aſcend up where he was 
before. John v1. 62. Is it not plain from theſe Scrip- 
tures that Chriſt, as the Son of Man, was in Heaven, 
before he came into this W orld, and that he truly and 
properly came down from Heaven? but he took Fleſh 
of the Virgin May, therefore he pre-exiſted not in 
2 human Body, but as a human Spirit only. Some, per- 
haps, may think it an Objection to this Senſe of the 
firſt cited Paſſage, becauſe Chriſt alſo ſaith, that he was 
in Heaven at the fame Time that he dwelt on the 
Earth. To this I anſwer, as a learned Critic obſerves, 
That the Words may be rendered in the paſt Tenſe, 
who was in Heaven. The very ſame Words that was, 
are ſo rendered, and muſt certainly be ſo underſtood 
in John x11, 17. And i is certain, in many Places, 
-. _ 
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that one Tenſe is put for another, as the paſt for the 
preſent, &c. beſides, in John vl. 62. above cited, our 
Lord ſpeaks thus in plain Terms, If ye ſhall ſee the 
Son of Man aſcend up where he was before; where- 
fore it ſeems not improper to underſtand the firſt Text- 
in the ſame Senſe as the laſt, and that the laſt may well 
be underſtood to explain the firſt; for one Scripture 
uſually explains another,--- Is it not then ſufficientij 


Clear the Son of Man was in Heaven before he came 
into the World ? 


5. The Scripture teſtifies that “ Chriſt is the ſame 
Yeſterdy, To-day, and for Ever.“ Now, if Chriſt's 
human Spirit did not pre- exiſt, it ſeems to me, that he 
cannot be ſaid to be the ſame Yeſterday, &c. but if his 
Spirit did pre-exiſt, then the Text is clear, and he is 
the very ſame Perſon, the anointed of Jehovah, and 
Son of God, and Saviour of Men, in every Age of the 
World; his taking a Body of Fleſh, added nothing to 
his proper Perſon, though he is now inſeparably united 
to it, which is as a Clothing to his human Spirit, or a 
'Tabernacle for him to dwell in. This Point alſo is fur- 
ther clear from Ephe. Iv. 8, g. where the Apoſtle 
ſpeaks thus; „Now that he aſcended, what is it, but 
that he alſo deſcended firſt into the lower Parts of the 


Earth? (Can this be meant of Deity?) and he that de- 


ſcended 


17 
ſcended is the ſame alſo that aſcended up, far above all 


Heavens.” But it is certain that the Man Chriſt Jeſus 
aſcended, &c. Therefore, it is equally clear that the 


Man Chriſt deſcended firſt; nor can it, I think, be elſe 


proved, nor underſtood, how he that deſcended ſhould 
be the ſame that aſcended, &c. Therefore I infer, that 
«this ſame Jeſus, which is taken up into Heaven, did 
firſt come down from Heaven, and ſhall come again 


in like Manner, as the Apoitles ſaw him go into Hea- 
ven.“ Acts 1. II. 


6. He is ſaid to empty himſelf, Phil. 11. 7. which, I 


think, cannot with Propriety or Truth be underſtood 


of a divine Perſon in the Godhead, for how the immu- 
table God can empty hiniſelf, be made in the Likeneſs 


of a Man, and become a Servant, is hard to be under- 
ſtood ; much leſs can it be imagined or believed, that 
he was obedient unto Death, &c. but this Language 
is proper when applied to the Man Chriſt Jeſus, the 
Son of God, who, before his Incarnation, exiſted with 
the Father, and was in the Form of God: beſides, he 
is here propoſed to us as a Pattern of Humility, which 


I conceive, is only proper to the Man Chriſt Jeſus, 


In the ſame Senſe HE, «ven Chriſt, that was rich, in 


the Form and Glory of God his Father, is ſaid c to be- 


come poor, that we through his Poverty might be 
. _-. -- 


[ x8] 

rich.“ But te cſieritial Godhead can in no Senſe be- 
come pcor, nor undergo any Change whatever: there- 
fore theſe Scriptures are applicable to the Man Chriſt 
only, who ſuffered a real Change, and became poor 
indeed, when he left his Father's Boſom, took Fleſh, 
and died for us. 


7. I conceive, that when Chriſt came into the 
World, he only took a Body of human Fleſh, and con- 
ſequently that he pre-exiſted in his human Spirit; for 
it is obſervable that he is never ſaid to take a human 
Soul, but Fleth only; and we likewiſe find that he calls 
God his God, before his actual Incarnation, which 
cannot be applied to a divine, but to a human Perſon 
only ; for one Perſon in the Godhead cannot be the 
God of another; no, not ceconomically : Therefore, 
it mult be underſtood of his human Spirit, for which, 
Jn the Fulneſs of Time, God prepared him a Body. 
And this ſeems tome plain from theſe Scriptures, when 
he cometh into the World, he faith, «Sacrifice and Of- 
tering thou wouldſt not, but a Body haſt thou pre- 
pared me.” o, I come to do thy Will, Omy God!” 
Pſm. xl. 8. «The Word was made Fleſh.” John 1. 14. 
God ſent forth his Son made of a Woman.” Gal. iv. 
4. Made of the Seed of Davip according to the 
Fleſh.” Rom. 1. 3. hat is Man that thou art mind- 


ful 


20 


ful of him? Thou madeſt him a little lover than the 
Angels.“ « We ſee Jeſus, who was made a little lower 


than the Angels, for the Sufferings of Death, &c. 


crowned with Glory and Honor.” «© Ecth he that ſanc- 
tifieth, and they who are ſanctiſicd, are all of one,” 
&c, Foraſmuch then as the Children are Partakers 
of Fleſh and Blood, he alſo, himſelſ, lixewiſæ took Part 
of the ſame; wnerefore, in all Tnings, it behoveth him 
to be made like unto his Brethren,” Heb. 11. 6, 17. 


Objection. The Scripture often by Fleth means the 
whole Man, including Body and Soul both. 


Anſwer. 1. For the moſt Part it means the Body 
only, and, as in all thoſe Scriptures where Crit is 
ſpoken of as coming into the World, there is not 10 


much as one that beats of his taking a human Spirit, 


but only of his taking F lieih ; it ſeems moſt natural 2nd 
proper to underſtand it in a refrained Senſe, i. e. to 
expreſs a human Body which Chriſt had prepared for 


him. 


Aniwzr. 2. Ta: Neiſons given by the Apoſlie in 
the above Scripture for Chriſt's taxing Fl n, are mo.t 
properly underſtood of the Body of his Fleſh in Piſ- 
tin tion from his rational Soul; for he took a Body 
that he might be capable of ſuſfering Death, &c. and 

becauſe 
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| becauſe the Children were Partakers of Fleſh and 
Blood; plainly implying that he had a rational Soul 
in common with them before; but not a human Body, 
which therefore he aſſumed; becauſe «it behoved him 
in all Things to be made like unto his Brethren,” 


Anſwer. 3. When the Scripture calls Man, Fleſh, 
including both his Body and Soul, I ſuppoſe, that it 
always means and ſpeaks of Man as fallen and cor- 
rupted: therefore this can never with Propriety and 
Truth be applied to the Man Chriſt Jeſus, who was 
ſinleſs and without corruption; conſequently it means 


his Body only, and therefore his Spirit pre-exiſted. 


8. He prays to the Father «to glorify him with the 
Glory which he had with him before the World was,” 
and, as this was the Prayer of the Man Chriſt, ſo it 
mult reſpect his human, not his divine Nature: And 
this is further manifeſt, becauſe it is a Glory which 


the Saints are capable, thought in a leſs Degree of in- 


heriting with himſelf; wherefore he ſaith, “ The Glory 
wich thou gaveſt me, I have given them.” And the 
Apoſtle expreſly declares, that Jeſus, «for the Suffer- 


ings of Death, is crowned with Glory and Honor; ” 


therefore it cannot be underſtood in a figurative Senſe 


as only declarative of the Glory of his Godhead: for 


this, 


] 
this, I think, would make the Apoſtle's Words to mean 
juſt nothing; and our Lord's alſo, when he ſaith,“ The 
Glory which thou haſt given me, I have given them.“ 


And if thoſe Scriptures are not to be underſtood pro- 
perly, I conceive we cannot underſtand them at all. 


9. When he was upon the Croſs, he ſpeaks only of 
his Spirit, waich, with his expiring Breath, he com- 
mitted into the Hands of his Father : And that this 
mult be underitood of his human Spirit, is clear, for 
he could not be ſaid to commit a divine Perſon in the 
Godhead to the Father.----Thus Jeſus Chriſt came 
from God, and went to God, as the Scripture has in 


plain Language very expreſly and conſtantly declared. 


10. This is the Perſon who, in a proper Senſe, God 
hath highly exalted, and hath given him a Name that 
is above every Name, &c. „God, faith PETER, raiſed 
him from the Dead, and gave him Glory: and as this 

was the Act of God the Father, therefore the Faith 
and Hope of all believers on Jeſus is ſaid to be, Faith 


in God.” 1 Pet. 1. 21. And that this is the Senſe of all : 


the Prophets and Apoſtles concerning Chriſt is, I 
think, abundantly manifeſt ; which in Brief may be de- 
clared in theſe Words of the Apoftle. «Davin ſpeak- 


eth concerning him, I fore:2w the Lord always be- 


fore 
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fore my Face, for he is on my right Hand that I ſhould 
not be moved, &c. Therefore, being a Prophet, and 
knowing that God had ſworn with an Oath, to him, 


c that of the Fruit of his Loins according to the Fleſh, 


he would raiſe up Chriſt to fit on his Throne ;” he 
ſeeing this before, ſpake of the Reſurrection of Chriſt, 
that his Soul was not left in Hell, neither did his Fleſu 


ſee Corruption. This Jeſus hath God raiſed up where- 


of we all are Witneſſes: therefore being by the right 
Hand of God, exalted, and having received of the Fa- 
ther the Promiſe of the Holy Ghoſt, he hath thed forth 
this which ye now ſee and hear. Therefore let all the 
Houſe of ISRAEL know aſſuredly, that God hath made 
that ſame Jeſus whom ye have crucified, both Lord 
and Chriſt.” Acts 11. 33, 36. 


Therefore we are commanded, and do, with Heart 
and Voice, aſcribe our whole Salvation unto God who 
ſitteth upon the Throne, and unto the Lamb for ever 
and ever,” | 


I would aſk a Queſtion or two witty all the Plain- 
nefs poſſible. (Firſt) If Jeſus Chriſt be indeed IE Ho- 
VAH, who then is that Perſon, whom the Scripture 
calls Jehovah's Chriſt and the Lord's anointed, Pſm. 
II. 2. IXXXIv. 9. Luke 11. 26. Acts Iv. 26. Secondly. 


I 


121 

If Jeſus Chriſt be the one Jehovah, who then is the 
Perſon, whom the Scripture calls the God of Chriſt, 
and the Head of Chriſt? Eph. 1. 17. 1 Cor. x1. 3. If 
it be ſaid, that the Name ſometimes means the divine 
Nature, or a divine Perſon; and at other times means 
the human Nature, or a human Perſon, I beg Leave 
to deny it. WE, for our Part, believe that the very 
fame Nature, and the very fame Perſon, is always in- 
tended, and meant by the Term or Name Chriſt, when 

it is ſpoken of the true Meſſiah. (for many other Per- 
ſons are called Chriſt, or the Lord's anointed, in Scrip- 
ture, becauſe they were Types of the true Chriſt, 
1 Sam. xxvI. II. Iſaiah xliv. I. Lam. Iv. 20.) nor 
doth the Scripture ever mention any Diſtinction of 
Nature in the Perſon of Chriſt, but what reſpects his 
rational Spirit, and that human Body which God pre- 


pared for him,-- 


He was the Chriſt of God before he came into the 


World, and when he was in the World, and now he 


is departed out of the World unto the Father, he 1s 
{till the Chriſt of God, he is the very ſame Perſon in 
all Places, and in all Conditions, whether as a pure 
Spirit, or Incarnate, whether in his Humiliation on 
Earth, or in his Exaltation in Heaven; whether hang- 


ing on a Croſs, or ſitting on the right Hand of God; 


Iſa. 
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Iſa. Ixxx. 17. Pro. vii. 23. 2 Cor. xIII. 4. 2 Tim, 


1. 9. 1 John iv. 2. Heb. XIII. 3. And the Apoſtle 
tells very plainly why Chriſt the Wok D was made 


Fleſh. ſee Heb. 11. 14, 17. To me therefore it ſeems 
evident from the Scripture, that whoever affirms of 
Chriſt, that he is Jehovah the living God, dota there- 
by moſt certainly deny him to be the true Chriſt, and 
the true Son of God; nor is this Truth at all affected 
by what any one may imagine, or ſay of the Eſſence, 
or Generation of Chriſt, for it is undeniably true, that 
as the Scripture teſtifies, there is but ONE living and 
true Gon; ſo it equally teſtifies that Ixsus of Naza- 
ceth is his Son, and his Chriſt. 


# 


Such as wiſhes not to be impoſed upon and deceiy- 
ed, whenever you hear Jehovah Jeſus mentioned, al- 
ways to underſtand by it, Gop the FATHER, for in 
Scripture it never means any other Perſon; and if the 


Preacher applies it to any other, he either miſtakes, 
or perverts the Text. 


8 ˙ we 


Harvey ſays, © Jehovah is allowed to be a Name 


ſays, „ The Name Jehovah always denotes what we 


[ 25] 
Mr. Harvey and Mr. ELL1or, their Ideas har- 


monize reſpecting the Signification of the Name Jute 
HOVAH, and the Perſon to whom it is applicd, Mr. 


«never attributed throughout the whole Scriptures to 
«any Being, but only to the one living and true Gop, 
« who only hath Immortality, who hath no sUPER10R, 
none like him, in Heaven, or Earth.” Mr. ELLiot 


mean by a proper Perſon, viz. one ſingle intelligent 
„Agent. This I ſay I will engage to prove by every 
Note, or Character, whereby we uſually prove, or 
«can prove, any Being in Heaven, or Earth, to be a 
«proper Perſon.” | 
X WP WA rWw 
E 
DIEVI NN 
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NY firmly believe it to be the Father, from Chriſt's 
own Words ſo often repeated by himſelf, «my God, 
my Father,” and from the Teftimony of the Apoſtles, 
« Blefſed be God, even the Father of our Lord Jeſus 
45 D Cha 
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Chriſt, &c. That tie God of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
&c.” That HE ALONE is ſelf-exiſtent, underived, un- 
originated, independent, made of none, begotten of 
none, PROCEEDING FROM NONE, the living God. + 
From him all Things derive their Being, by him all 
Things are preſerved and governed, to his Glory all 
Things ſhall terminate, through Jeſus Chriſt ; whoſe 
Attributes and Perfections are ſet forth in Scripture, 
which I will ſelect a few of them. 


God is a Spirit. He is Inviſible. Examine the Vouch- 
ers. Exo. XxX111. 20. Job x1. 9. 23; 8, 9. John 1. 18. 
1 John iv. 12. John v. 37. vi. 46. Rom. 1. 20. Col. 
1. 15. 1 Tim. v1. 16. I. 17. Incorruptible. Rom. 1 
23. Omnipotent. Gen. XV11. I. XxXVIII. 3. xIIx. 24, 
25. Deut. vi1. 21. x. 17. XXXI1. 4. Ruth 1. 20, 21. 
Job XXxXxv1. 5. xl. 2. Ha. xt. 28, 29. Rev. xix. 6. 
Omniſcient. Immenſe. Gen. xv1. 13. I Sam. II. 3. 
2 Chron. v1. 18. Job xxx1v. 21, 22. Pro. xv. 3, I1. 
Jer. xxIII. 23, 24. Eze. xi. 5. Acts xv. 18. He is 
moſt wiſe. Job Ix. 4. XII. 13. Iſa. xxvIII. 29. xxx. 
18. Rom. xI. 33, 35. He is moſt Holy. Exo. xv. II. 

Joſh. 


* 


Can theſe Things be ſaid of Chriſt, in the full 


| Senſe of the Words, as he is a Perſon diſtinct from 
the Father, without having Two Gods? Judge ye. 


17 


Joſh. xx Iv. 1 Sam. v1. 20. Ifa. vi. 3. xIIII. 14, 15. 
Eze. XXXIX, 7. Amos Iv. 2. Rev. Iv. 8. He is moſt 
Juſt. Deut. xxx11. 4. Tſm. Izxx1x. 14. Dan. 1x. 14. 
Rev. xv. 3. He is Merciful. Gen. xix. 16. Exc, xxxlv 
6, 7. VI. 31. Neh. ix. 17, 31. Pſm. xxxv2. 5. Co: 8; 
CXXXVI. I, 2. Dan. 1x. 9. Micah vii. 18, 2 Cor. 1. 
3. Eph. 11. 4. Long-ſuffering. Gracious. He is Faith- 


ful. He is Unchangeable. He is Infinite. He is Eter- 


nal, and He oNL is the TRUE and living Gop, who 
perſonally is the Father cf Chriſt, which I prove from 
the following Scriptures, Unto thee it was ſhewed, that 
thou mighteit know that the Lord, he is God, there is 
none elſe beſides him, Know therefore this Day, and 
conſider it in thine Heart, that the Lord, he is God, 
in Heaven above, and upon the Earth beneath: there 
is none elſe. Deut. Iv. 35, 39. V11. 9. I Sam. 11. 2, 
The Lord our God is oN Lord. Deut. vi. 4. Mark 
x11. 20, 32. 1 Cor. vIII. 4, 6. Gal. 111. 20. Mal. 11. 
10. [ am HE, and there is xo Gop with me. Deut. 
XXX11. 39. Ita. x1111. 10, 12. Hereby ſhal) ye know, 
that the living God is among you. Joſh. 111. 10. Ruth 
711. 13. 1 Sam. xx. 3. 2 Sam. XXII. 47. I Kings 
XVII. 1. Deut. xxx11. 40. Who is God, fave tue 
Lord? 2 Sam. xx11. 32. Pſm. xVI II. 31. Exo. 1x. 
14.2 Kings X!%. 15, 19. Neh. 1x. 6. Thou art God, 
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[28 ] 
thou alone of all. From everlaſting to everlaſting thou 
art God. Pſm. xcv111. 2. c. 3. 1 Kings vi1l. 60. Is 
there a God beſides me? yea, no God. Ita. xl Iv. 6,8. 
xlv. 5, 6, 18, 22. xlv1. 5, 9, 10. xlvI II. 12. But the 
Lord is the true God. He is the living God. Jer. x. 
12. Xxx I II. 36. Mat. xv1. 16. John v1. 57, 59. I the 
Lord, the God of all Fleſh. Jer. xxx11. 27. Pſm. 
xIv1. 10. The living God, who made Heaven, and 


Earth. Acts xIv. 15. 2 Cor, v1. 16. 1 Tim. Iv. 10. 
1 The. 1. 9. and the Head of Chriſt is God. 


And ſays Chriſt, my Father is GREATER than I; the 
Senſe in which ſome Socinian Writers underſtand 
theie Words (that God the Father is greater than One 
who was no more than a mere Man,) is very low and 
mean. Neither is the Sabellian Expoſition of this Paſ- 
ſage, much leſs flat and inſipid, viz. that God the Fa- 
ther is greater than the Human Nature of Chriſt. 
The plain Meaning of the Words is, that God the 
Father is greater than the Son, that he that begat muſt 
needs (for that Reaſon and upon that very Account) 
be greater than he that is begotten of him. Our Lord, 
faith the ancient Father IREN vs, “being the only 
Teacher of Truth, we mult be ſatisfied to be inform- 
by him, that the Father is above All, for my Father 
faith he is greater than I.” and this Doctrine was 


ſtead- 


— 


[29] 


teadily adhered to the three firſt Centuries. 


But ſome of the Orthodox assERTSs that & the per- 
« {nal Acts of Chriſt prove his Divinity, on theſe he 
| Ereſted the Evidence of his Deity in the Days of his 
« Fleih, the Miracles which he wrought, and the Pow- 
Ger he gave to his Diſciples to work Miracles in his 
«x AME, were Proofs of his Claim to Deity in his own 


“Ri ht.“ 
Anſw. And did Chriſt indeed work Miracles in his 


own Name? and did he refer to them as Proofs of his 
Claim to Deity in his own Right? Theſe Gentlemen 
are pleaſed to tell us he did. But what doth the Scrip- 
ture ſay of this Matter? For it is agreed on all Hande, 
that we ought to believe and obey God, rather than 
Men. I, faith the Son of God, do nothing of myſelf.” 
Jam come in my Father's Name.“ «I came forth 
from God, neither came I of myſelf but he ſent me.“ 
Therefore, my Doctrine is not mine, but his that 
ſent me. If any Man will do his Will, he ſhall know 
of the Doctrine, whether it be of God, or whether 1 
ſpeak of Myſelf; he that ſpeaketh of himſelf ſeeketh 
his own Glory.“ 1 ſeek not my own Glory, there is 
One that ſeeketh and judgeth.“ „If I honor myſelf, 
my Honor is nothing, it is my FATHER that honor- 


eth me, of whom ye ſay that he is your Go.“ and to 


his 
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his Diſciples he faith, © The Words that! ſpeak unto 


you, I ſpeak not of myſelf, but the FarHER who 


dwelleth in me, he doth the Works.” Therefore «the 


Works that I doin my FaTHER's Name, they bear 


Witneſs of me.” What Witneſs do they bear? Do 


they teſtify that Chriſt was the true God, the Father's 
EQUAL? He ſays no ſuch Thing, but quite otherwiſe; 


c for theſe Works,” ſaith Chriſt, «hear Witneſs that 


the Father hath ſent me.” And again, “ Though ye | 
believe not me, believe the Works, that ye may know 
and believe,” what? that I am God? No. But, «that 
ye may know and bclieve, that the FATHER is in me, 
and I in him.”--Now vital Energy, and Influence are 
communicated from the Head to the Body, and from 
one Perſon to another, by Union; wherefore to his 
Diſciples, he faith, © abide in me, and I in you; for 
without me ye can do nothing; but he that abideth in 
me, and I in him, the ſame bringeth forth much Fruit:“ 
in like Manner, Chriſt being, by Union, in the Father, 
and the Father in him, did all his mighty Works by 
Influence and Energy received immediately from the 
FATHER; but of himſelf could do nothing, as he a- 
gain and again, in the moſt ſolemn Language expreſly 
teſtiſies. And that a Believer's living by Chriſt, is a 
proper Reſemblance of Chriſt's living by the Father, 

| himſ-lt 


E 


himſelf hath plainly told us, «for as the living Father 


hath ſent me, and I live by the Father, fo he that eat- 
eth me, even he ſhall live by me.“ «For the Head of 
every Man is Chriſt, and the Head of Chriſt is God.“ 
Now in all theſe Texts it is clear and certain that 
Chriſt ſpeaks of himſelf, as a proper Perſon; and if 
theſe perſonal Notes and Characters, which he here 


aſſumes, are not to be referred to that Being and Na- 


ture which conſtitutes his true and diſtinct Perſonal- 
ity; it cannot, I think, be certainly known, when a 
Perſon ſpeaks, or is ſpoken of ; by any Terms, Words, 
or Marks whatever.--If there be Men who deny this, 
to what can it be imputed? to Ignorance? or Per- 
verſeneſs? or Prejudice? For my Part, I frankly own, 
I cannot impute it to any Thing elſe. But if Chriſt, 
in the above Text, ſpeaks of himſelf properly as a Per- 
ſon, and as the Son of God, which he moſt certainly 
does, then doth Chriſt himſelf expreſly declare; and 


that in the moſt ſolemn Manner, that HE is NoT the 


TRUE GoD. 


2. If Chriſt had wrought his Miracles of himſelf, 
and in his own Name, they could have been no Wit- 
neſs that the Father had ſent him; for that which a 


Perſon ſpeaks er does in his own Name, cannot poſ- 
ably be a Proof that he is ſent, and acts by the Autho- 
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rity of another. But the Miracles which Chriſt wrought 
bore Witneſs of him, that the Father had ſent him; 
therefore they prove, and only prove, that his Father 
alone is the true God. As then you allow, that Chriſt 
reſted the Evidence of his proper Deity on the Mira- 
cles which he wrought; it is moſt manifeſt and cer- 
tain that he had no perſonal Deity, except the Father 
oaly, who dwelt in him : for he not only declares that 
he did the Works in his Father's Name; i. e. by Pow- 
er, Commandment, and Authority, received from the 
Father; but he denies expreſly that he did them of 
himſelf; and on the other Hand, he afferts poſitively 
that the FATHER himſelf did the Works. Can any 
Words be more plain? Can any Proof be more clear 
and full? And thus it was that Chriſt declared, and 
manifeſted his Father's Name, and 'THIs is that God, 
even the FATHER, who was manifeſted in the Flefn, 
for when the Son of God was made Fleſh, the Father 
himſelF was with him, and manifeſted in him, and by 
him, as the . witnellcth, 


But, 3. e de grant, that the Apoſtles 
wrought Miracles in CuRISr's Name; but it was by 
the Power of the Spirit which Chriſt received from 
the Father for them; and gave unto the Apoſtles for 
that Pucpoſe: this evidently appears from his own 

Words 


FE. 


Words; che that believeth on me, the Works that 1 
do, (hall he do alſo, and greater Works than theſe ſhall 
he do, becauſe I go unto my F ATHER.” Doth he not 
plaialy reſt the whole Matter upon his going to the 
FATHER, that he might obtain the Spirit for them ? 
Moſt certainly he does. And hence he ſaith again,*be- 
hold I ſend the Promiſe of my Father upon you, but 
tarry ye in the City of Jeruſalem, until ve be endued 
with Power from on high.” Having therefore receiv- 
ed of the FATHER the Promiſe of the Holy Spirit, he 
hath ſhed forth this, &c. Nor did the Apoſtles at any 
Time work a Miracle in the Name of Chriſt, as their 
Go, but only in the Name of him, whom Gop hath 
raiſed from the Dead, and whom he had made both 
LorD and CHRIS H. Upon the fame Ground likewiſe; 
and in the very ſame Manner, doth CHRIST forgive 
Sins, that is, by Power and Authority received from 
the Father, and therefore the FATHER himſelf forgives 
us our Sins by Chriſt, and for his Sake; as it is writ- 
ten, «Gop having raiſed up his Son IE sus, ſent him 
to bleſs you, in turning away every one of you from 
his Iniquities,” - For him hath God exalted to be a 
Prince and a Saviour, to give Repentance and Remiſ- 
ſion of Sins.” And again; *Gop for CyRIsT's Sake 
bath forgiven you.” 
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This we freely declare and own, that God is our 
Saviour, and that HE faves his People, through the 
Obedience, and Death of Jeſus Chriſt his Son, which 
prove from the following Scriptures. «Bleſſed be 
the Lord God of Iſrael, (for what Cauſe) for he hath 
viſited, and redeemed his People, (how hath he done 
this?) and hath raiſed up an Horn of Salvation for us, 
in the Houſe of his Servant David,” &c. Who hath 
delivered us from the Power of Darkneſs, (God the 
Father) and hath tranſlated us into the Kingdom of 
his dear Son,” &c. Again, Who hath ſaved us, and 
called us with an holy Calling, according to his own 
Purpoſe and Grace, which was given us in Chriſt 
Jeſus, before the World began.” Again, And we have 
ſeen and do teſtify, that the Father ſent the Son, to be 
the Saviour of the World.” Again, I will give thee 
for a Light to the Gentiles, that thou mayeſt be my 
Salvation unto the Ends of the Earth.“ When the 
Children of Iſrael cried unto the Lord, the Lord raiſ- 
ed up a Deliverer, or Saviour, to the Children of Iſ- 
rael, who delivered, or ſaved them. Jud. 111. 9. And 
in the latter Days he promiſed to ſend them a Saviour, 
and a great One, and he, faith God, ſhall deliver them. 
Iſa. x1x. 20. There never was, is, nor can be any true 
and effectual Deliverer, or Saviour of Men, beſides 
thoſe 


[ $4 


thoſe particular Perſons, whom JEHOVAH himſelf at 
different Times, and on ſpecial Occafions, hath rail. 
ed up, and inveſted with Authority and Power, for 
that very Purpoſe; The Perſon likewiſe ſo raiſed up, 
did not, nor could not of himſelf, fave the People, but 
TEROV An, who raiſed him up to be a Saviour, was 
always with him, and faved the People by him, and 
thereiore Jehovah faith truly, there is no Saviour be- 
ſides me.” How plain is this Matter declared, and how 
fully is it teſtiied in the Scripture ! and how eaſy to 
be underſtood ! and if any one, who profeſſes to re- 
gard the Scriptures as the true Sayings of God, pre- 
tend not yet to ſee it there; I think it can only be 
imputed to deeply rooted Prejudice, or wilful Elind- 
neſs.---In this Manner Gon delivered his People of 
Old, when he ſaved them with a temporal Salvation, 
by the Hands of Mos Es, Joshua, and the JUuDGes, 
&c. &c. who were all Types of Chriſt, that were to 
come after, by whom, under the Goſpel, the ſame God 
now delivers and faves his People with an eternal Sal- 
vation.---It is therefore manifeſt that Jehovah, God 
tne FATHER, is our Saviour in one Reſpect; and his 
Son Jesus CHRIST, is our Saviour in another Re- 
ſpect: for Jehovah ſaves us not by giving himſelf, but 
by giving his own Son to die for us, and by putting 
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dis Spirit upon him, and upholding him: but Chriſt, 
God's anointed Son, faves us, not by giving another, 
but by giving himſelf and by laying down his Life for 
us, according to the Will of God, even the Father. 


In the Year 1722, was pub!iſhed a Reply to Dr. 
WATERLAND's Defence of his Queries, wherein the 
Dr. entitles his Book, «A Vindication of CHRIST's 
Divinity,” the Replyer ſays, « By which Title igno- 
«rant Perſons, who never read the Books, are led to 
imagine that the Writers, whom Dr. W. oppclſes, 
are Deniers of the Divinity of Chriſt, or not truly 
«pious and religious Men, whereas the Queſtion is not 
ce indeed at all concerning the Divinity of Chriſt, but 
«concerning the particular Manner of Explication of 
«that Doctrine? And the whole and only Deſign of 
c the Authors whom the Dr. writes againſt, has been 
cc ſoberly, and in the Fear of God, to collect and con- 
ce ſider WHAT IT 1s, that our Saviour himſelf and his 
Apoſtles have in Scripture taught us concerning that 
« Doctrine, ſeparate from the metaphyſical Hypothe- 
4e ſis of fallible and contentious Men.---I could with 
4 much greater Juſtice have entitled this Reply, A 
«Vindication of the Divinity of Gop the Father Al- 
“mighty? And when the Dr. had anſwered that 
She did not deny the Divinity of Gop the Father 

£ | « AJ- 
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Almighty, but only our Manner of Explaining his 
„Divinity.“ 


«Tf the divine Nature of Chriſt be another diſtinct 
« Principle of Self- conſciouſneſs and Volition, ano- 
«ther diſtinct ſpiritual Being, or another Spirit, this 
«approaches fo near to the Doctrine of another God, 
«that it is very hard to diſtinguiſh it. For fo far our 
Ideas of Arithmetick and Reaſon can reach, this 
©{eems to be a plain Truth, if one infinite Spirit be 
cone God, two or three infinite Spirits muſt be two 
cor three Gods. And though the Patrons of this O- 
« ninzon * * theſe three Spirits to be ſo nearly u- 
e nited as to be called ov God, merely to avoid the 
« Charge of Polytheiſm, yet it muſt be granted, that 
«this one Gon muſt then be one complex infinite Be- 
«ing, or Spirit, MADE up of three fingle infinite Be- 
«ings, or Spirits, which is fuch a Notion of the oxs 
«TRUE Go, as I think, neither Reaſon nor Revela- 
Eticn will admit.” Dr. WATTS. ; 


On the Perſon of Chriſt as Mediator. 


1. A MgepiaToR muſt be a dard Perſon, diſtin 
from, and ſtanding between, both the Parties at Va- 
riance, with whom he mediates, in order to reconcile 


and make Peace betwixt them: but if Chriſt as Medi- 
atory 


[ 38 ] 
| ator, be a divine Perſon in the Godhead, would he not 
then mediate to himſelf? for as the true God he is not 
diſtinct from the Father. To ſuppoſe, then, that Chriſt 
mediates, as he is God, in any Senſe whatever, ſeems 
to me a Tenet of SABELLIVUs, and is a manifeſt Ab- 
ſurdity; I conceive, therefore, that Chriſt in his whole 
Perſon, as he is Mediator, muſt be properly diſtinct 
both from Gop, and from ſinful Man. Conſequently, 
the Son of God, even the Man CHRIS JEsvs, who 
knew no Sin, is the Mediator between God and Men, 


2. If Chriſt be conſidered as a divine Perſon in the 
Godhead, he himſelf is the offended Party, as much as 
any other Perſon in the divine Nature: if, therefore, 
as ſuch, he is Mediator, it ſeems neceſlaily to follow, 
either that as God he receives no Satisfaction, or that 
the Godhead is abſolutely perfect without his divine 
Perſon. To ſuppoſe the former, deſtroys the Suffici- 
ency of Chriſt's Atonement, and the Foundation of 
every Chriſtian's Hope; to admit the latter, is to al- 
low that abſolute Deity doth not belong to Chriſt as 
2 divine Perſon; therefore Chriſt as Mediator is not 
God and Man, but MAN only, even the Man of God's 
right Hand, that Son of Man whom he hath made 

ſtrong for himſelf. Pſm. Ixxx, 17. 


3. The 


Las} 


3. The Mediator could not be both God and Man, 
as a Perſon diſtinct from God the Father; for then 
there would be Two Gods, one united to the Man 
Chriſt, and the other not ; one manifeſted in Fleſh, 
and the other not: for if one infinite divine Perſon, 
who is himſelf the living God, took Fleſh; and there 
is another infinite divine Perſon, who is himſelf the. 

living God, that did not take Fleſh ; theſe certainly 
make two ſupreme Gods: but the Scripture knows of 


but ONE true God, even the Father; therefore Chriſt, . 


as the Mediator, is Man, and not God and Man. 
4. The Office of a Mediator is to do all in his Pow- 


er to make Peace ; and as he voluntarily undertook 
the Office, it behoves him both to do and to ſuffer 
whatſoever was neceſlary to bring about a Reconſi- 
Hation; elſe he would not be able and faithful to diſ- 
charge the Truſt repoſed in him: now that which in 
this Caſe was required of Chriſt, and neceſſary to be 
done for us, was to fulfil the divine Law, and bear the 
Curſe of it; but JEHovAH, as a divine Perſon, could 
not do this, therefore it was the Man Chrift that did 


it; and thus it is written, he made Peace by the Blood 


of his Croſs, who was delivered for our Offences, and 


was raiſed again for our Juſtification. Eph. 11. 13, 16. 
Rom, Iv. 25. conſequently Chriſt, as Max, is the 
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F. A Mediator muſt always have acceſe, and bs 
nearly allied (at leaſt in good Will and Affection) to 
both Parties: as Iſrael of Old, he muſt have Power 
with God and with Man; ſuch a Perſcn was Chriſt, 
who, by being in the Eoſom of his Father before the 
World was, and in Union with God, and by coming 
down from Heaven, and alſo taking our Fleſh ; he was 
nearly allied and had acceſs to both Parties: whoſe ſu- 
preme Love to God, and matchleſs Love to Men, 
moved him to undertake this glorious Work of Me- 
diation between God and Men, whereunto alſo he was 
choſen and appointed of the Father. 


6. There was no Neceſſity that Chriſt {hould have 

a diſtinct Godhead cf his own, or be another divine 
Perſon in JEzor an, diſtinct from the Father, in or- 
der that he might undertake and execute the Office 
of a Mediator; for his Buſineſs, as ſuch, was only to 
obey and ſuffer, and intercede with God for his Peo- 
ple, which he could only do as Man; therefore, the 
Godhead of the Father, united to Chriſt's human Na- 
ture, could and did ſupport him as well, nay much bet- 
ter than any other can be ſuppoſed to do, that is not 
the Father's Godhead; nor do we ever read of any o- 
ther Godhead, or Deity, ſupporting Chriſt in the Days 
of his Fleſh ; nor of his pra praying to any other. for 
Strength, 


41 ] 
Strength, but to the FaTHER only. 


7. The Rizhteouſaeſs of Chriſt, whereby all Be- | 
lievers are juſtified, is Nor the Righteouſneſs of the | 
divine Nature, that dwelt perſonally in him ; but of 
his human Nature, even of the Man Chriſt Jeſus; for 
it is a Righteouſneſs conſiſting in Obedience to God, 
and that unto Death : but the Deity could have no 
other Hand in this, but only in appointing, command- 

ing, and ſupporting the Perſon that did it: for though 

Oo and Man are united in Chriſt, it was the Man 

only that obeyed and died; and therefore the Abun- 

dance of Grace, and of the Gift of Righteouſneſs, is 

ſaid to be by one (not, God-man) but by one Man, 

Jesus CnhRISTr. Rom. v. 15. and thus are we recon- 
ciled to God by the Death of his Son. Ver. 10. 


8. The Scripture always ſpeaks of the Mediator as 
MAN, never as God-man. I read of no ſuch Thing 
in all the Bible : God and Man were indeed united in 
Chriſt, as hath been before obſerved, but not as Me- 
diator : but it was one begotten of God, his only Child 
TesUs, whom he ſent into the World, which died and 
roſe again; that is, the Mediator between God and 
Men: for it is written, « God ſent forth his Son made 

of a Woman, made under the Law, to redeem them 
that were under the Law.” Gal. 1v. 4. Can this be 
> 85 F true 
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true of a divine Perſon? Can JEHoVvAn- HIMSELF bg 
made under the Law? Again, „God hath made him 
ſin for us, who knew no Sin.“ 2 Cor. v. 21. But could 
a divine Perſon be made fin? Again, «God hath made 
that fame Jeſus, whom ye have crucified, both Lord 
and Chriſt.” Acts 11. 36. Can theſe Things be ſpoken 
of a divine Perſon ? Certainly not. Again, another 
Scripture faith, « Through this Man is preached unto 
you the Forgiveneſs cf Sins. Acts x111. 38. And a- 
gain, more expreſly yet, the Apoſtle declares, That 
there is ONE God, and one Mediatòr between God 
and Men, the Man Chrift Jeſus.” 1 Tim. 11. 5. Is 
it not then manifeſtly the plain Senſe, as well as the 
expreſs Words of Scripture, that Chriſt, as Man, is 
Mediator? Nor can any Perſon, I think, deny Hs 
without corrupting and adding to the Word of God. 


But if it be admitted, that Chriſt only ſuffered in 
his human Nature, and that God the Father was in 
him, and ſuſtained him under his Sufferings (which I 
think none who believe the Scriptures will preſume to 
deny) I aſk, then, where is Chriſt's diſtin&t Godhead 
ſpoken of? or where is Chriſt ſaid to be a divine Per- 
ſon diſtinct from the Father? and if not diſtin, the 
Trinitarian Hypotheſis is certainly falſe. Beſides, if it 
was Chriſt's peculiar Work as a divine Perſon, to 

— Work 
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work out Redemption ſor his People; certainly one 
principal Part of it was to ſupport himſelf: but we find 
that God the Father, who ſent him, anointed him with 
his own divine Spirit, even with the Holy Ghoſt, and 
with Power. The Father alſo was always with him, 
upholding and ſupporting him. And when he offered 
him ſe f without Spot to God, he did it through the e- 
ternal Spirit: and was not this the fame HOLY SPIRIT, 
wita which God the Father had anointed him? I con- 
ciude then that the divine Perſon, who was in Chriſt, 
gave him Promiſes, anointed and fupported him, to 
whom he alfo prayed, and in whom he truſted, was, 
and is, the Deity of Chriſt; and as he hin ſelf continu- 
ally calls this divine Perſon his God and Father, it 
naturally and neceſſarily follows that the G odhead of 
the Father is the only Godhead of Chriſt; and that 
God the Father is the only ſupreme Object of divine 
Worihip; and that his own and only begotten Son is 
the Man Chriſt Jeſus, who is the alone Mediator be- 
tween God and Men. 


Upon the whole then; to me it appears plain, that 
the Trinitarian Syſtem Ax Nor at all be ſupported, 
nor their Objections againſt us maintained, upon any 
other than Socinian Principles: and that wheit they 
ſteer clear of ſuch Errors, they muſt and do oppoſe + 
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themſelves, and fall in with our Views, and Doctrine, 
both of Chriſt and his Atonement: and I firmly be- 


lieve that both in their Preaching and in their printed 


Works, where they ſpeak or write ovE Word againſt 
us, they ſay TEN for Us; conſequently they determine 
the Matter in our Favour, and give it againſt them- 
ſelves: for they muſt of Neeeſſity believe that a divine 
Perſon, God himſelf, did really and in a proper Senſe 
ſuffer; or elſe allow with Us that the Sufferings of the 
Man Chriſt Jeſus were every Way ſufficient and me- 
ritorious to redeem Sinners: and they muſt alſo be- 
lieve, that the Man Chriſt exiſted with God before 
the World was, and came down from Heaven; or elſe 
they muit deny that the Perſon who was ſent, and 
came from Heaven, ſuffered any T hing at all for us: 
for if he was united to the human Nature, and only 
that Nature which he aſſumed, ſuffered, and died; then 
the Per.on himſelf who aſſumed it, did in a true and 
proper Senſe, ſuter nothing, and all that can be ſaid 


of his Suſferings is; that they were nominal, not real; 


figurative, not proper: but we believe that the Per- 
fon wao was ſent, and came down from Heaven to 
redcem Men; did in the ſtrict, proper, and full Senſe 
of the Terms obey and ſuffer the Curſe of the Law; 
and thereby redeem us unte God. 


Reader * 


- 


Reader, is not this View of God and his Chrift 
ſcriptural ? familiar; and eafy to the Mind ſor com- 
prehenſion? and as PAUL fays to the Corinthians: 
Except ye utter by the Tongue Words eaſy to be un- 
derſtood, ho fhall it be known what is ſpoken? for 
ye ihall ſpeak into the Air, The Apcſtle PETER in 
that excellent Sermon, Part of which we have record- 
ed in the II Ch. of Acts, ſays, Ye Men of Iſrael, hear 
theſe Words; Jeſus ef Nazareth, a Man approved of 
God among you, by Miracles, and V ondere, and 
Signs, which God did by him in the midſt of yous as 
ye yourſelves alſo know : in the x Ch. PETER preach- 
ed the ſame Doctrine to Cox NELIUs and all that were 
in his Houſe, 34 Ver. to the End, and Pap in the 
xv1t Ch. 3 Ver. Opening and alledging that Chriſt 
muſt needs have ſuffered, (now if Chriſt be Gop as 
ſome ſay equal with the Father in every Reſpect, the 
Apoſtle has an Arſwer. Rom. vii. 34. It is Chriſt 
that dicd) and riſen again from the Dead: and that 
this Jeſus, whom I preach unto you, is CHRIS, or 
the Meſſiah ; and Joan ſavs, Whoſoerer believeth 
that Jeſus is the Chriſt, is born of God. And this is 
the Record th:t God hath given unto us, eternal Life, 
and this Life is in his Son. If thou ſhalt confeſs with 


thy Mouth the Lord Jeſus, and ſhalt believe in thine 
Heart 
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Heart that God raiſed him from the Dead, thou ſhalt 


be ſaved. WE are the Circumciſion which worſhip 


God in the Spirit and rejoice in Chriſt Jeſus, and have 


no Confidence in the Fleſh; It appears to me them 


Perſons are very much miſtaken that ſay of us, we de- 
grade, or diſhonor the Perſon of Chriſt, and that Charge 


they in general ground upon this Part of the Text : 


that all Men ſhould honor the Son, even as they honor 


the Father. (But if I put the Son, in the Place and 


Character of the Father, I neither honor Father nor 


Son) He that honoreth not the Son, honoreth not the 
Father, which bath ſent him; the Meaning is not, that 
the Sou's Authority ſhould, like that of the Father, be 
looked upon as Underived, Abſolute, Supreme, and 


Independent; but that as the Jews already believed in 


God, fo they ſhould alſo for the future believe in 


Chriſt. xiv Ch. i Ver. As they already honored God 


the Father, ſo they ſhould alſo for the future honor the 
Son of God. Honor him as having all Judgment coM- 
MITTED unto him, honor him in every Office, and 
in every Character, to the Father which hath ſent 
him, acknowledge him to be Lord, to the Glory of 


my 


How ſtrange it appears to an unprejudiced Mind, 
that we ſhould be blamed for making Uſe of Reaſon, 


l 


# 


[ 47 ] 


in Matters of Religion, pray where did Chriſt or his 
Apoſtles call Men to believe and embrace what they 
could not comprehend ; was not the Goſpel preached 
to the Poor, and to the Illiterate, and they received it 


with all Readineſs of Mind, the Apoſtle PAul defired 


the Epheſians to pray, and for me, that Utterance may 
be-given unto me, that I may open my Mouth bold- 


ly, to make known the Myſtery of the Goſpel! Read 


the third Chap. and I think PAUL has ſweetly opened 
the Myſtery in theſe Words: But of him are ye in 
Chriſt Jeſus, who of God is made unto us Wiſdom, 
and Righteouſneſs, and Sanification, and Redemp- 
tion. I wiſh to employ my Reaſon as Dr. WArrs 


did, and the late Mr. Harvey, which for to fatisfy 


the Reader, I will cite Mr. H's own Words. «I de- 


&«clare I look upon my Religion to be Reaſon in its 
«higheſt Refinement. My Reaſon ſays, PROVE ALL 
« THINGS : admit nothing without a ſatisfactory Proof, 
«and when any Thing is proved to be revealed by 
God, receive it as an Oracle. I cannot but think 
*likewiſe, that every Part of oUR Religion is, when 
«difcovered and underſtood, perfectly RATIONAL, as 
vit comports with the Attributes of the Godhead, ſuits 
« the State of Man, and is moſt admirably adapted to 


diſplay the divine Glory, and redreſs human Miſery; 


«W hat- 


5 


Whatever is formed with ſuch a Tendency, to this 
-<<my*REASON molt readily ſubſcribes, a: ad pronounces 


«worthy of all Acceptance. 


BY 


Divine Truth g never duns 5 Light it fark ns 
| Oppoſiti itiofngit declines no Trial: As Orpoi: tes illuſ- 
5 trate each other; ſo the Light of 1 Truth ſhines the 


| £4] brighter, and the Darkneſs of Error app zars fill dark- 


er, when they are fully diſplayed, and 3 oppoſed 

to each other. But he that holds faiſe Opinions, and 
whoſe Deeds are evil, hates the Light, end avoids it as 
much as poſttble; leſt the Darkneſs of his evil Doings, 
and corrupt Principles ſhould be made manifeſt. 


4 


I vill conclude with an Obſervation made by u 
very learned Man. «Tt js only by giving much Atten- 
<tion to any Propoſition that all its Conſequences are 
cediſtinctly perceived. But all the real Conſequences 
«of any acknowledged Doctrine muſt at length be 
c admitted, and whatever Repugnance there may be in 
«the Minds of any Perſons to the Admiſſion of them, 
ec it muſt give Way in Ti me. Now Controverſy more 
- «than any Thing elſe, draws the Attention of Men to 
«their Principles, and to all the of 
them.“ 


1 . 
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